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interest in a book like the Demonstratio is historical, rather than apologetic. 
Probably no "apology," ancient or even comparatively modern, is 
likely to convert the reader, but almost all are deserving of careful study 
as revealing the conditions of the writer's mind and the thought of his 
age. One of the great problems of to-day is to discover what primitive 
believers really thought, and how far their Christianity resemble ours. 
And it is even harder to realize what was the actual religious motive in the 
fourth century. Eusebius helps to solve the puzzle. In many respects 
he is remarkably modern, as also is Porphyry, the protagonist of the older 
religion. Both were critically minded, both lived in an age of tradition, 
when the religion of the future was in suspense. But Eusebius touches 
our age in the value he sets on the moral influence of the teaching of 
Christ and of His character. He probably wrote his Demonstratio when 
Christian principles seemed to have triumphed by the recognition of the 
Church by the Roman Government, and before the disillusionment 
which came as the reign of Constantine approached its close. The book 
is therefore a revelation of the years between the edict of Milan and 
the Ariall controversy, of which too little is known. We hope that Mr. 
Ferrar's labours may arouse the interest of scholars and historians, and 
congratulate him on his achievement. F. J. FOAKES-JACKSON. 

HOLY UNCTION: A DOGMATIC TREATISE ON THE UNCTION OF THE SICK. 
By Archdale A. King, Priest of St. Saviour's, Poplar. Society of 
SS. Peter and Paul. Is. 6d. 

We have here a very valuable chain of quotations establishing the 
Catholicity of the use of Holy Unction for the Sick. The author urges 
that it has been and may be rightly regarded as a Sacrament of the 
New Law" foreshadowed (insinuatum) " in the Gospels. He is desirous 
that the authorities of the Catholic Provinces of Canterbury and York, 
to whom he expresses unswerving loyalty, shall uphold and promulgate 
the customary teaching of Catholic Christendom and not regard Unction 
as only an "Established" form of faith-healing. He suspects Fr. 
Puller and Dr. Dearmer of " setting up beliefs and practices in opposition 
to the rest of Christendom in order to pour scorn on the Church of Rome" 
by "maintaining that the true primitive doctrine was due to a mere 
sacramental institution for the supernatural healing of bodily sickness 
only." The "two divergent views" of the Sacrament which have 
encouraged Fr. King's careful research are, we think, stated with some 
exaggeration. It is certainly unfair to those within the Anglican Com
munion who advocate the use of Unction as a Sacrament of Healing to 
say that they" merely seem to emphasize the body at the expense of the 
soul, only desiring the restoration to bodily health, and so giving undue 
prominence to temporal blessings": reference to any of the publications 
of the Guild of St. Raphael would correct this misunderstanding. More
over, a careful study of Fr. King's own quotations reveals that in East 
and West there has been always-and not least in the Roman Com
munion since the Council of Trent (pp. 26-27)-a fear lest physical 
benefits should be disregarded. Have not the Bishops at Lambeth 
given us a phrase which defines the grace of the Sacrament-" the release 
of Christ's power to heal"? This is indeed a spiritual benefit conferred 
on the whole man, not on his body only. Towards the end of his treatise 
(p. 33) Fr. King implies that this is his own position. 

R. P. ROSEVEARE. 
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